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gian states into one larger unit, and the absorption of the most southerly of them, Coburg, by Bavaria. Even in this case, as the critics in the National Assembly had foretold,1 the ruling of Article 18 prevented the inclusion of such small parts of Prussian territory as were needed to link up the territories of the new middle State, The promises the Prussian government had given during the discussion of Article 18, that it would meet demands of this kind in an accommodating spirit, were forgotten once the Constitution had been enacted. The preservation of Prussia's integrity was now put forward, in the minds of her rulers, as the main condition of future national unity.
Other projects aiming at the promotion of Prussian Provinces to the status of member states of the Federation were defeated from the very beginning. Clemenceau, and later Poincar<5, did most of their work for the Great Prussians by defeating the originally strong movement in the Rhineland. It was, indeed, hardly possible for any serious German politician to continue efforts that might bring him into contact with corrupt and politically quite1 uninfluential adventurers like Dorten and the other Rhenish separatists.2 The Hanoverian issue did not involve the same danger of the misuse of intra-German deccntralist movements by foreign imperialists, with aims different from those of their German supporters. The Brunswick Diet, with a clear left~wing majority, had taken precautions against such a movement being interpreted as a Guelph dynastic movement by unanimously resolving to join a new Lower Saxon federal unit., provided it was a distinct member-republic of the Federation and not a mere Prussian Province. In consequence of Prussian protests the opportunity of basing a Lower Saxon federal unit on broader sentiments than those of the Guelph traditionalists was lost. In 1923 the latter made a very natural move by withdrawing the motion for a plebiscite on the basis of Article 18, in view of Poincar^s, invasion of the Ruhr. When the motion was renewed in the following year in a more peaceful atmosphere, it was defeated by an enormous majority.8 The same occurred in Upper Silesia, where alone there was no strong official discouragement of the particularist movement. On this issue, too, the Prussians
1 Proceedings, Vol 329, pp. 55143^.
2 Hanoverian and Rhineland members of the Weimar Assembly remarked 'that any unreasonable complication of the constitutional method of forming new federal units within Germany might only farther the interests of separatist (Rhineland), or reactionary (Guelph) tendencies.   See Preuss, op, cit. (1928), p, 191.
8 Freyta^-Loringhoven, op. cit. (1924), p, 412.